8 / 18/30 




i'ir. David C. Fisher, or. 

Assis'fc.’int General Counsel 

iiA 

tfashincton* b.C. >0405 
Dear »*r. Fisher, 

It is not Tosalble for no to retiiavo and review all sy portinont files in response 
■*v? "'our letter of tlir first* I re3txjou iron recolxoctxon* 1 as now '6i years oln* Also* - 
mt?f er both arterial and venous insuxTidencies* These lard 's viiiat i may do* 

From '/our letter 1 recognise that compliance presents problems to you* I do no v 
aaname other then your food faith in what you say. 

4 

<jn*»T«? ?r*? pjlioy onneiderafeions thnx to now have dominated, responses to my requests* 
yyirw from dislike of my persistence in seeicL&e: infonaation the gpvevammc aid not 
want to disclose to a detanoL stion not to disclose whet could not properly be withheld. 

1 car. provide you with records reflecting this, records saving we cannot properly with- 
hold whet he and others cayi '^f that if we atve nip vhis h- will spot somet h i ng; else 

we don’t want Mjr> to have and can’t properly withhold* ftogulatioaa were even revised to 
jycrcnr that th3?c to a cohort were applicable whan they were not* j -— 

Tcu ..Tn,’ 2 - c reel cecrch of your records you will find my request fior the pertinon-c regula- 
tion that still remains without response. 

It sdrrdy is rot trie that all pertinent records wore provided ton®, what wan 
/ithholi from pr was provided to another to whom I pave e privacy waiver. It also is 
obvious that there suet bo other and still withheld records that are pertinent. 

If you rrrror.d ycur letter I think you will find inconsistency in what you say Hr. 
QorfSnfcls told you* On the one &«d he says he personally provided i^verytoin^. de then 
that .sVtsn PJ rc forced .-riser records they also were provided. Tho second disproves 
the first, iiasxrfsile, I ii not have your copies, which are set identical and which hold 
informufcLai of hi/torle*l Srgortonco. MotwyTcr, these belatedly provide records require 
that then be other and still withheld records. Hr. C-arf inkle’s rocollocticsi i° not correct 
'iL'ii to U CT'^* iVC^CLil* 

Tbftae referrals fron ono DJ vzo^ponent only, others also should have 



records. Sooe oc pcxi-uts now are coi.plyifig with a 1977 reqijufj^ while o thorn aro not. 

'i’here is overlap with a 1 '.:?!> *•<*■ ..peat that still lacks compliance. Tlmt/tiaoro arc other 
pertinent records DJ has not provided can't be questioned because i have copies of then 
from another source, an these include your records. 

-locoitis di-jclojod i^uvcx+saily a\&> di. v.'oto tbfi wintenee cf rtttriln not ‘wvided 
aad ao^a. o_ toes: inwivt pour utfico. XT my recollection is osn-oct oee such sane is 
idestL.itp. 'rhero -cs u -sU-e .ihru .opcli-wa staosKutled cy rsqasrtn for norths .md conferred 
with your office on all of than and all correspondence. 

it iu wtt'urtuBwrsc oiiat .cii vital 5onaic*::ie.t&cnK ir.tr idod r.f nr.losurx -rf public 

i-toi-.naticsi out it lid. it io purticulxrly uafoxtonats because J ti c natter and 

ixicruc-j t«i>» policy contributes tuui contributed, i.. tat pert to liostiehacISRedlr nnd d±s~ 
iliusicm'-.nt. d{ee of this questions will now linger force rr and 'dll for: vac pla. ne the 
aatiu.ial consricnesi* 

ny •isajOK’ iuwi'fest uow iu ti*, oorpii tuueuu i. too public ard-ii’te I 1 or.vo. 

X*a sorry that your oil'or to lot sk> or nry counsel esafcu:; your filss is not practical, 
-dps to daahingica are now vifficulv fox* -to uuc tacy tire at tm&iyv.wlz • ..'car. ymr 
agency nas avuu ooutasteu tun s^ard of counsui face tu ny" lawyer 1 1 or. sure ytu will under- 
stand -chat there is a practical limit to t bo fete he can invest in such nat tors. However, 

. vj±ii yrovicj :ii.. witii copu .03 uf your letter .u *■ - title, one. 

Xou s-aula iisve a record of ai~ that itaa beoa provided tc oax. Xt ac*®c to s-* that 
the cheapest aid boat solution is tc search for all pertinent records and nerely scroz 
anc send tneiti. 

sincerely. 



liuxtxiu. iSt.-isbur^ 



